Charge to the Jury.
Mr Justice Darling
increase the symptoms. As to Mr. Martin, he agreed with Drs.
Toogood and Ainslie. He said he did not hear Sir William Will-
cox examined. " During life the diagnosis of ar&enical poison-
ing is difficult. During the symptoms on the 16th February
tenderness across the course of the nerves is a sine qua nvn where
neuritis is due to arsenical poisoning."
Now you see there is the evidence of those doctors who were
called for the defence, -who, however the arsenic was taken, are
confident that it was taken on the 16th or early on the 17th Feb-
ruary; that it was one large dose, and that she never had any
other; that that was the first and last dose that she had.    There
is Dr.  Hincks, who describes the symptoms, and the nurse, who
describes the vomiting and diarrhoea on the 16th.      What do you
think?      There is the evidence of Dr.   Spilsbury,  who actually
made  the post-mortem examination;  and he tells you  what he
found, and he says he is certain from what he saw* himself that
arsenic was taken within twenty-four hours of death.      He is not
merely theorising; that is from what he saw.   There is Sir William
Willcox, who is admitted to be as great an authority as any on
the subject, and he says he is satisfied there must have beea this
dose within twenty-four hours of death; and he used the remarkable
expression that what was found (and he described it In his opinion
as an expert on arsenical poisoning) put tiie theory of suicide out
of court.    Those were his words.    Now,  as I have said to you,
if the theory of suicide is absolutely upset, that does noi of itself
1 prove the defendant to be guilty; but if you consider that theory
is demolished, it being certain that she died of arsenical poisoning,
who gave it to her ?     I have said there is no evidence of anybody
that she ever did take any arsenic herself, knowing what it was.
A great deal of evidence has been given to show she could not have
got at it if she had wished; and if you come to the conclusion that
she did not take it—that this woman did not destroy herself—then
you must look and see who did give her this stuff of which she
undoubtedly died.     It is suggested that the defendant did so.    Is
there any evidence as to any one in this case having any arsenic
anywhere except the defendant ?     None.     He had had arsenic for
weed-killing, and he had mixed weed-killer for many years for
use.     On the llth January he bought of Mr. Davies white arsenic,
and it has been produced, and I will read you what he says about
it.     This is his own evidence.      " On the llth January I bought
a 'quarter of a pound of arsenic of Mr. Davies.     Hird served me.
I did not use the arsenic.     It was wrapped in white paper and
labelled.     On reaching home I, having some of the 1919 purchase
unused,  I forgot,  and put my new purchase on the top of the
caustic soda tin in the cupboard.      My wife died and I went
abroad, and on the 28th April I returned.      In May I went up
to the cupboard after the 13th May.     There I saw the packet of
white arsenic.      There was no string round it.      It appeared as
aid

